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THE OATH IN CUNEIFORM INSCRIPTIONS 

THE OATH IN BABYLONIAN INSCRIPTIONS OF THE TIME OF 
THE HAMMURABI DYNASTY 

By Samuel A. B. Mercer 
Western Theological Seminary 

Babylonian inscriptions belonging to the time of the First 
Dynasty of Babylon or the ^ammurabi dynasty— so called after the 
name of its most illustrious king — may be said to contain three 
classes of literature: poetical, historical, and legal and commercial. 
For convenience' sake we shall refer to the last class as "contracts," 
to which also belong the codified laws of 5-ammurabi. The date of 
ancient poetical inscriptions is always difficult of determination. 
Should there be foimd a reference to an oath in such literature, it 
would not help us much in our historical study because of the difficulty 
in dating and because of the indefiniteness belonging to all poetical 
references. Such references, however, would be useful in a study of 
oath-ritual. We shall therefore not take into consideration the 
poetical inscriptions even if such can be so definitely dated. His- 
torical inscriptions of this period contain not a single example of an 
oath. The many curses and blessings which are found in them seem 
to take the place of the oath which we have already met with in the 
Stele of the Vultures and which we find in later historical inscriptions. 
The laws of Uammurabi we shall discuss in so far as they provide for 
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the ceremony of oath-taking. Our real source for the study of the 
oath during this First Babylonian period is that great mass of legal 
and commercial inscriptions which we commonly call contract 
literature. 

These contracts have been carefully collected by J. Kohler and 
A. Ungnad (practically the whole of the work being that of Ungnad) 
in their work entitled Hammurabi's Gesetz III-V. This work, to 
which I shall refer by the abbreviation KU, will form the chief basis 
of my study. A few of the contracts fall outside the JIammurabi 
dynasty, but I give them here as belonging to a time contempora- 
neous with that dynasty. Besides the great work of KU, it may. be 
well to refer to the following articles: Thureau-Dangin's article in 
RA VIII, 1-2, where he has published, transliterated, and translated 
a series of contracts belonging to the dynasty of Kis contemporaneous 
with Sumu-abum and Sumu-la-el of the IJammurabi dynasty; 
S. Langdon, two articles in PSBA XXXIII, where he has published, 
transliterated, and translated thirty-one tablets belonging to the 
same dynasty; and Langdon, one article in PSBA XXXIV, where 
he has published, transliterated, and translated a series of contracts 
from Larsa belonging to the same dynasty. 

As the names, order, and dates of the kings of the IJammurabi 
dynasty and the contemporaneously reigning princes are given in KU 
and the above-mentioned articles, I shall not separately repeat them 
here. It will suffice to remark that according to KU the Hammurabi 
dynasty lasted from 2232-1933 b.c. 

In the following study I have first divided those contracts con- 
taining oaths into classes, such as sales, law-suits, etc.; then those 
in each class have been arranged chronologically according to the 
reign in which they occur. The nature of the oath-formula in each 
reign and class has then been noticed, after commenting upon any 
peculiarities in the literary construction of the contract; then the 
deities invoked have been tabulated, first according to the class of 
contract, and, finally, according to the whole IJammurabi period. 

I. SALES 

Among the many different classes of contracts sales are the most 
common. The structure of these contracts is very uniform. After 
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the subject of the sale and the names of the interested parties are 
given, there always follows a series of stereotyped phrases, one or 
more of which is used in all of these sale documents. They are: 
a-na §i-mi-su ga-am-ri-im kaspam iskul, "for its full price 
he has weighed out the money." Sometimes this phrase varies by 
stating the amount of money. This is usually followed by the inter- 
esting phrase bu-ka-nam §u-tu-uk, "with the bukanu^ he 
has been passed over." The next sentence, which occurs so often in 
these contracts, is a-na um arktiti am^lu a-na ameli la itur ^ 
"for ever hereafter, man against man shall not make claim." Then 
comes the oath-formula which is usually uniform with the exception 
of a variety in the combination and number of the names invoked. 
The form is usually nis "^ .... itmli, "by the god .... they 
swore." Finally come the witnesses, who are sometimes all males, 
often females as well as males, and occasionally a scribe. It is often 
stated that the contract is sealed. 

I have not given references for the above phrases because they 
occur in about the same form in the majority of the contracts under 
consideration. The different technical forms of the oath-formulae 
will be discussed later. 

1. Sumu-abum. From the reign of Sumu-abum we have two 
documents of sale, namely KU 921 and 951, both of which are good 
examples of this class of contract. The subject of the sale and names 
of the interested parties are first given, and then follow the series of 
stereotyped expressions, the oath-formula, and finally the witnesses 
and scribe. In the case of 951, it is stated that the contract was 
sealed with the seal of the witnesses. 

The god invoked, in addition to the king, in 921 is Samas because 
it comes from Sippar, the seat of that god; while the god invoked in 
951 is Uras because it comes from Dilbat, the seat of Ura§. The two 
contracts were made in the reign of the same king, but, coming from 

1 For attempted renderings of this word see S. Daiches Altbabylonische Bechtsur- 
kunden (LSS I, 2), No. 1. U. 16—17; Schorr Altbabylonische Rechtsurkunden, No. 17, 1. 10. 
S. Langdon in ZA XXV, Sprechsaal, p. 208, has pointed out that the ceremony in which 
the bukanu was used " originally pertained to the sale of slaves and meant that the 
stamp or mark of ownership was changed," and concludes that "the bukanu may be 
a dye or stamp with a short handle." By the time of the 5*nimurabi period the use of 
the bukanu had become rituallstlcally stereotyped, and was common to all kinds 
of sales. A full discussion of the word and its use belongs to a paper on the oath- 
ritual. 
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different cities, contain oath-formulae which have different gods. 
The god of the place where the contract is made is always invoked, 
and sometimes, as we shall see, with associated deities. 

The oath-formulae in these two contracts are: Sama§ and 
Sumu-abum; Ura§ and Sumu-abum. 

2. Sumu-la-el. KU 244 follows the usual form, except that 
immediately after the oath, which invokes Ura§ and Sumu-la-el, the 
phrase "for reclamation of the same they are liable" (which is 
quite common in tablets from Warka) occurs. KU 245, besides the 
regular stereotyped phrases, has, in addition, the expression "the 
transaction is ended," which is also quite frequent. KU 247 is 
regular with the exception that a phrase expressing satisfaction is 
used which occurs often in these contracts, and which in this case 
comes after the oath. The others that belong to this reign are 
regular in form, namely: 246, 381-83, 923, 952, 954, and 1142. 

The oath-formulae contain the following varieties of invoked 
names. They are arranged in order of frequency. This remark 
applies to all similar lists in this paper. These formulae are : Ura§ 
and Sumu-la-ej; Sama§, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el; Samas, Aia, 
Marduk, and Sumu-la-el; Uras and the king; Samas and Sumu- 
la-el; Marduk and Sumu-la-el; [Sumu-la-el] (KU 381). 

KU 248 contains the names of Sumu-la-el and his successor 
Sabium in the oath-formula. Otherwise the contract is quite usual. 
Samas, Marduk, Sumu-la-el, and Sabium are invoked. 

3. Sabium. KU 387 and 390 are usual in form except that in 
them the promise of the oath comes after the oath-formula. This is 
common to many contracts. The promises in these two contracts 
are quite characteristic. In 387 a pfomise is made not to repudiate 
the contract; while in 390 the promise is not to change the contents 
of the tablet, a thing which seems to have been commonly done.^ 
The others belonging to this reign are regular. They are: 249-51, 
384-92, 924-25, 1133-34. 

The oath-formulae are: SamaS, Marduk, and Sabium; Samas, 
Marduk, Sabium, and Sippar; Ura§ and Sabium; Samas, Aia, 
Marduk, and Sabium. 

4. Abil-Sin. The contracts of sale from the reign of Abil-Sin 

2 Of. KU 708. 
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are almost all regular in form. They are: 252-58, 393-97, 926-28, 
955, 1135, 1143-45. Among the witnesses in 395 is a female scribe, 
which is a common occurrence; among those in 1144 is a Samas- 
priest. 

The oath formulae are: Sama§, Marduk, and Abil-Sin; Uras and 
Abil-Sin; SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and Abil-Sin; Samas, Marduk, Abil- 
Sin, and Sippar; Samas and Abil-Sin. 

5. Sin-Muballit. None of the sale contracts from this reign 
are unusual in form. They are: 259-72, 398-400, 420-2r, 929-31, 
933-36, 956-60, 1136-37. 

The oath formulae are: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Sin-Muballit; 
Uras and Sin-Muballit; Samas, Marduk, Sin-MubalUt, and Sippar; 
Samas, Marduk, and Sin-MubalUt; Sama§, Aia, Marduk, Sin- 
Muballit, and Sippar; Marduk, Sin-MubalUt, Anum-bel-tabi, and 
his wife; king. 

6. Hammurabi. The following sale documents belonging to 
this reign are usual in form: 284-97, 299, 309-15, 401-4, 423-27, 
937, 939, 941-43, 961-62, 969, 1139, 1146, 1151. In 298 occurs an 
irregularity which is a regularity in contracts of the class to which it 
belongs, namely, in those coming from Warka. The phrase, "they 
have sworn by ... . no't to change it," occurs in most Warka con- 
tracts. It is worthy of note that these Warka inscriptions do not 
make much use of the usual stereotyped phrases belonging to the 
sale contracts, nor do they refer to the bukanu . See, for example, 
301-8. There is no oath in 300, but the tablet is broken where it 
most likely came. Among the witnesses in 1138 are two Sama§- 
priests, a secretary of a Samas-priestess, and three door-keepers of a 
monastery. 

The oath-formulae are: SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and gammurabi; 
SamaS, Marduk, ^ammurabi, and Sippar; king; Samas, Marduk, 
and IJammurabi; Marduk and Hammurabi; Nannar, Samas, and 
5ammurabi; IJammurabi; Nannar, Sama§, Marduk, and Hammu- 
rabi; Uras and Hammurabi; Sama§, Aia, Marduk, Hammurabi, and 
Sippar; Numusda' and Hammurabi. 

' Probably god of Kasallu, east of the Tigris ; cf . the date of Dungi, year 8, ' 1 ^i N u - 
flb-muS-da Ka-sal-lu-ki. Another possibility would be that NumuSda was the 
deity of Sit-tab, also east of the Tigris (Hommel Grundrisa, pp. 501 f., and cf. the obe- 
lisque of Manistusu, D 10, 11 with D 15, 6), 
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One tablet comes from the time of Hammurabi in which Hammu- 
rabi is invoked. It is 973, which is usual in form, the names invoked 
being Samas and Hammurabi. 

7. Samsuiluna. Almost all sales of this reign are couched in 
the regular literary form. They are: 316-36, 338-44, 356-60, 362- 
65, 405, 407-10, 428, 944-49, 968, 976, 1140-41, 1147. 361 is unusual 
in that it has a guaranty immediately following the oath, the name 
of the person guaranteeing being given. In 406 the payment is 
made, but not in the usual set formula, i.e., it is not stated that the 
full price of money has been weighed out. In 1153 the witnesses are 
unusual, for among them appears a temple-official. 

The following oath-formulae occur: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and 
Samsuiluna; Samas, Marduk, and Samsuiluna; Nannar, Samai, 
Marduk, and Samsuilima; Samsuilima; king; Samas, Marduk, 
Samsuiluna, and Sippar; Naimar, Samas, and Samsuilima; Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, Samsuilima, and Sippar; Sama§ and Samsuiluna; 
Marduk and Samsuiluna; Zamalmal, Marduk, and Samsuiluna. 

8. Abi-esub- Only two sales come from this reign, namely, 366 
and 437, both of which are usual in form. The formula is : Sama§, 
Aia, Marduk, and Abi-e§uh. 

9. Ammiditana. Three come from this reign. They are KU 
367, 413, 414. KU 414 is unusual in that the tablet contains two 
sales. The royal name in the oath-formula is Abi-e§u^, but from 
internal evidence it seems that Ammiditana is the reigning monarch 
(cf. KU III, p. 114, note 1). 

The oath-formulae are: Samas, Marduk, and Ammiditana; 
Marduk and Ammiditana; Sama§, Marduk, and Abi-esuh in both 
in 414. 

10. Ammisaduga. Two sales usual in form come from this 
reign, namely 368 and 415. 

The oath-formula is : Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Ammisaduga. 

11. Here follow those sales that are of uncertain date, 345, 347^8, 
350-55, 369, and 411. They are all regular in form. Those that 
come from Warka, namely, 345, 347-48, 350-55, are given in KU 
immediately after tablets belonging to the tenth year of Samsuiluna, 
because of the fact that the place where they were found was 
destroyed in the eleventh year of that king (cf. KU III, p. 91, note 1). 
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369 is placed by KU in order after Ammisaduga. 411 is thought to 
belong to a time previous to IJammurabi. 

The oath is, of course, always by the king. 

12. The following contracts come from a time contemporaneous 
with the JJammurabi dynasty. The reigning princes are arranged 
chronologically. 

a) Ilumma-Ila. The following sales coming from this reign 
are regular in literary form: 241,370,372-74. 371 contains no oath, 
but the following curse^ takes its place: "may he be an enemy of 
Sama§ and of Ilumma-Ila who repudiates the transaction," li-mu- 
un 'i"S. u I. sa a-na a-ma-ti-su i-tu-ru. 

The oath-formula is: Sama§ and Ilumma-Ila. 

b) Immerum. All here are usual in form. They are 242-43, 
375-79. The formula is: Sama§ and Immerum. KU 380 has the 
name of two kings in its oath-formula. The formula is: Samas, 
Immerum, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el (of the Hammurabi dynasty). 

c) Rim-Sin. The following KU sales come from the reign of 
Rim-Sin and are regular in form : 273-83, and 974. 938 is somewhat 
irregular in that a notary public is among the witnesses. This is 
common to other contracts. 

The formulae are: Nannar, SamaS, and Rim-Sin; king; Rim-Sin. 

S. Langdon in PSBA XXXIV, Pt. 3, pp. 109 ff., in an article 
named "Contracts from Larsa" has published several texts now in 
the Ashmolean Museum. One of them, Langdon V, is a sale of land 
which follows the regular stereotyped form. The oath mu .... 
LUGAL IN-PAD, invoked Marduk, Samas, and Rim-Sin. 

' There are other examples (e.g., 36, 453) belonging to the time of the Hammurabi 
dynasty. Thus, as is often the case in post-5ammurabl inscriptions, an oath wa« often 
replaced by a formal curse pronounced provisionally upon the violator of a contract. 
A comparison between KU 26 and 36 will show that the very oath-formula ni§ 11 u 
.... (here followed by a relative sentence) may be rendered as a curse: 

niS llu Samas ilu Marduk u Sumu- limun llu SamaS ilu Marduk u 

la-ilu Sumu-la-llum (sic) 

sa avat duppim annim unakaru §a avSt duppim anim unakaru 

KU 26 KU 36 

which perhaps in both cases is to be translated either; 

"Curse of SamaS, etc., upon him who changes the contents of this tablet" 
or, less probably: 

"By Samas, etc. [viz., they swore], that they would [not] change the contents of this 
tablet." (So Ungnad KU 26, but KU 36 "an enemy, etc., is he who changes, etc."); 
In this case limun (originally la-yamSn?) would be a synonym of niSu, oath. In 
like manner we have a curse instead of an oath in KU 478 : ' ' the fear [h a 1 1 u] of Kukka- 
nasir [the Elamlte king) be upon him." Cf. 453 (limun). 
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13. In PSBA XXXIII, pp. 185 ff. and 232 ff., S. Langdon has 
published, transliterated, and translated thirty-one sale documents 
belonging to the Royal Scottish Museum of Edinburgh. They come 
from the dynasty of Ki§, which place, as Langdon remarks, was 
almost in the suburbs of Babylon, and which retained its inde- 
pendence till the thirteenth year of Sumu-la-el — or was, at any rate, 
semi-autonomous till that time. 

In RA VIII, 1-2, pp. 65 ff., Thureau-Dangin has published, 
transliterated, and translated six tablets from the same dynasty. 

a) Manand. Three, namely, Langdon VI, ThD I and VI, come 
from this reign. L VI exhibits the regular stereotyped form. The 
oath is taken by the name of the king (nis sarrim itmi), i.e., by 
Manand. ThD I is just as regular, the oath being by Nannar and 
Manana. In ThD VI the oath is by the king. In all three the 
bukanu is used. 

L IX contains an oath by the king and is regular in form, but 
associated in its date not only with Manan4 but also with Sumu-abum 
of the IJammurabi dynasty. L VII contains an oath by Nannar, 
Manan4, Zamalmal, and Japium,* and is regular in form. Japium, 
as we shall see, is another king of this dynasty. In fact the dynasty 
has been called by Dr. Johns in PSBA XXXIII, p. 98, the Manana- 
Japium dynasty. 

b) Sumudi tana seems to be a ruler of this dynasty. His reign 
is represented by a sale, e.g., L I, which is usual in literary form. 
The oath formula is imfortunately mutilated. It reads: ni§ 'i" . . . . 
-bu-u-da u Su-mu-di-ta-na itmti. Some god, whose name 
ends in -bu-u-da, and king Sumuditana are invoked. 

c) Japium. The following come from this reign. L IV, V, 
XVII, XX, XXX, XXXI, and ThD III and IV. They are all 
usual in literary form. 

The formulae are : Zamalmal and Japium; Nannar and Japium. 

d) IJalium is an imcertain name and may be identified with 
Japium. One sale belongs to this reign, namely ThD VII, which is 
regular in form. The oath invokes ^Jalium and Sin. It is interest- 
ing to note that in this inscription Sumerian and Semitic occm- side 
by side in the oath-formula: ni§ IJa-li-ii-um u •'" Sin in-pad- 
DE-ES itmti, where itmli is Semitic for in-pad-de-es. 

» Also transliterated Jaweum. 
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In the oath-formulae of all sales the king is invoked, sometimes 
without specification, but oftener by his specific name. These 
formulae are various. Most frequently a deity or deities and the 
king, specifically named, are invoked; or a specific king alone; 
sometimes the king alone not specifically named is invoked, in which 
case there arises a difficulty about the date of the contract unless 
there is some evidence in the date-formula or elsewhere. In some 
cases deities and two kings are invoked, the second king being 
coregent or else king of a contemporaneous dynasty. Quite often 
deities, the king, and the city Sippar are invoked — this occurs in and 
after the time of Sabium to and including the reign of Samsuiluna. 

The particular deity invoked does not depend entirely upon the 
reigning sovereign but, as a rule, upon the place where the contract 
was made. Thus, while 921 and 951 come from the same reign, yet 
they invoke different deities, because they were made in different 
places: 921 in Sippar, and 951 in Dilbat. In Sippar and LagaS, 
Samas and sometimes his consort Aia were invoked because these 
were the chief cities of SamaS. That is, the oath was regularly sworn 
by the local god and his associates. In addition, when the king was 
ruling in Babylon, the chief god of that city, Marduk, was invoked. 
It is worthy of note that in the oath-formula of a law-suit* of Sippar, 
Nannar, god of Ur, and Ninmarki, a goddess of oath, were invoked 
together with Samas and the king. It often occurred, however, that 
when Babylon became very powerful a contract made, e.g., in Dilbat, 
contained an oath invoking, not the regular deity of Dilbat, namely, 
Ura§, but Marduk of Babylon. As a rule, however, those contracts 
made at Dilbat invoke Uras. Contracts, from Warka invoke Samas 
of Larsa, and sometimes Nannar, moon-god of Ur, or both at the same 
time and often Marduk in addition. Once in a law-suit of Warka, 
namely, KU 669, besides Nannar, Samas, Marduk, and the king, a 
deity named Lugal-Kimima' wno seenxs to be an oath-god is invoked. 
In Ki§ the local god Zamalmal was usually invoked, although fre- 
quently in addition Nannar and sometimes Marduk. Here Sin also 
was invoked and so was another deity whose name only partially 
survives, namely, -bu-u-da. In Kasallu or Sittab (see above, 
p. 69, note 3) Numusda was invoked. 

• KU 1194. 

' See Hommel in Kraxisz Gdtternamen, etc., p. 74, n. 2. 
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Following are the formulae containing deities invoked in sale 
contracts of the time of the First Babylonian Dynasty in order of 
frequency of occurrence : SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and the king ; Samas, 
Marduk, and the king; the king not named; Samas, Marduk, the 
king, and Sippar; Ura§ and the king; Samas and the king; the king 
named; Nannar, Samas, Marduk, and the king; Nannar, SamaS, and 
the king; Zamalmal and the king; Marduk and the king; Sama§, 
Marduk, and two kings; SamaS, Aia, Marduk, the king, and Sippar; 
Nannar and the king; Uras and the king (not named); Marduk, 
king, Anum-bel-tabi(?) and his wife(?); NumuSda and the king; 
Zamalmal, Marduk, and the king; Nannar, Zamalmal, and two 
kings; Sin and the king; -bu-u-da and the king. 

II. LAW-STJITS 

The contracts containing oaths next in frequency to the sales are 
law-suits. The literary form of these contracts is somewhat different 
from that of the sales. The cause and interested parties of the 
contest are first carefully noted. Then follows the technically legal 
part, which contains stereotyped phrases. The process usually took 
place in the temple of the local god, which served as a court-house. 
As we shall see later, a specific place in the temple was often men- 
tioned. The most frequent of these legal stereotyped phrases are: 
istu pe adi hurasi, "from threshed straw to gold," i.e., from the 
smallest to the greatest;* di-in bit "... ., "decision of the temple 
of the god . . . .", the temple being usually that of Samas; dub-b i 
la ra-ga-mi-im su-zu-ub, "a contract not to complain was 
drawn up." Then comes the oath-formula and, finally, the witnesses. 

1. Sumu-la-el. The following law-suits come from the reign 
of this king: 686-89, 741, and 1054. In 686 the case is tried by 
judges in the temple of Samas (i-na bit ""Samas) where a punish- 
ment is decided upon (ar-nam i-mu-du-su-nu-ti). Here, as in 
all law-suits, the god in whose temple the process takes place comes 
first in the oath-formula. 687 is usual in form. In 688, the judges 
administer an oath by the god in the temple of SamaS (i-na bit 
""SamaS a-na ni-i§ ilim), the same person to whom the oath is 
administered thereupon swears by the wife of SamaS, namely, "Aia 

8 See KU V, 119, note 1. 
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her mistress" (ni-iS ''"Aia be-el-ti-sa). Finally the parties to 
the law-suit also swear. 689 contains nothing unusual except that the 
witnesses, as very often happens in these contracts, are judges and 
a female scribe. 741 is usual, and so is 1054, except that the latter, 
as many others, is sealed. 

The oath-formulae are: SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el; 
Samas, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el; Uras and Sumu-la-el. 

2. Sabium. The following law-suits come from this reign: 
667, 690-96, 1056-57, of which 690-93 are usual. 667 has to do 
with the legal formation of a company. 694 indicates a specific 
place in the temple where the oath was taken, namely, at the 
surinnu^ of Samas. The surinnu was undoubtedly a portable 
emblem of a god in the temple of that god. In 695 the judges con- 
signed the parties to the golden emblem (Surinnu) of Aia, after 
which they came to an agreement at the emblem (Surinnu) of 
SamaS. The beginning of 696 is broken, but after the oath is taken 
and the usual promise made, there follows a special promise, and then 
the place where the contract was written is named, i.e., at the 
"cleaning-place" in the house of Samas. Perhaps also the oath was 
taken there. In 1057 the oath was made in the gate of Samas, and 
the oath is directly followed by the promise. In 1056, which is 
badly broken, it seems that an oath is first taken by one of the 
parties before the goddess Innanna. Finally the usual oath is 
sworn. 

The oath-formulae are: Samas, Marduk, and Sabium; Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, and Sabium; SamaS, Sabium, and Sippar; SamaS, 
Marduk, Sabium, and Sippar; Samas and Sippar. 

3. Abil-Sin. The following come from this reign: 697-98, 
742, 1049-50, 1058, 1063, of which 698 is quite usual. In 697 a pre- 
caution is taken against the substitution of a false contract; in such 
a case the tablet would be destroyed. This is quite an unusual 
expression.^" In 742 the judges act at the surinnu or emblem of 
Samas in the temple of Samas at Sippar. The contestants agree at 
the emblem of Samas in the old SamaS gate (i-na bab ""Samas 
la-bi-ru-tim). Besides the regular secretary, there is a special 

* For a fiill discussion of this word see my Oath in Babylonian and Assyrian Literature, 
Munich, 1911, p. 35, note 2. 

w Compare above, p. 68, No. 3. 
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secretary of law among the witnesses. 1049 is interesting in so far 
as the punishment is unusual. If so and so be done, Sin-iklsam's 
nose will be bored. In 1050 a fine is imposed. In 1058 the con- 
testants appeal to the governor of Babylon, after which the emblem 
(perhaps) of the god Uras is brought in the temple, whereupon the 
disputed property is measured. 1063 is unusual in that the wit- 
nesses are named before the oath is taken. 

The oath-formulae are: Samas, Marduk, and Abil-Sin; Uras 
and Abil-Sin; SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and Abil-Sin; Samas, Marduk, 
Abil-Sin, and Sippar. 

4. Sin-Muballit. The following come from this reign : 706-8, 
738, 1064, 1192-93, of which 707, 738, 1064, 1192-93 are usual. In 
706 one of the contestants is directed to go to the temple of Samas 
for purification, after which an oath is taken in the chief gate (i-na 
abuUim), perhaps of Sama§. A contract as guaranty of good faith 
(dub-bi la ra-ga-mi-im, "a contract concerning non-protesta- 
tion ") was then made. In 708 there is a dispute in which it appears 
that a false contract has been written. To settle the dispute the 
parties go to Gagum" (probably a kind of monastery in Sippar), 
where are an emblem (§urinnu) of Samas, a sasaru^^ of Sama§, 
a basmu'^ of Es-bar-ra, and where they get witnesses. Then the 
process begins before the judges. There is no direct oath, but the 
"decision of Samas" (di-in sa ""Samas) is duly recorded in the 
presence of four judges who act as witnesses. 

The oath-formulae are : SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and Sin-Muballit ; 
Sama§, Marduk, and Sin-Muballit; SamaS, Marduk, Sin-Muballit, 
and Sippar; Uras and Sin-Muballit. 

5. ^ammurabi. The following come from this reign : 669-70, 
699-701, 710, 712-17, 756, 1059, 1061, 1067, 1195, of which 670, 699, 
712, 717, 1059, and 1195 are usual in form, and 1061 is badly broken. 
669 has to do with the formation of a company. An oath was sworn 
in the temple of Samas and Sin, at the same time both parties purified 

" Compare KU 734. 

12 This was the special emblem of SamaS, and must be translated "saw." See my 
Oath in B. and A. Literature, pp. 10, 13, and 35, note 2. For a fuller discussion see Lands- 
berger "Die Sage des Sonnengottes " in OLZ, 1912, No. 4, pp. 149 ff. 

>' BaSmu = "snake," the emblem of IShara an oath-goddess. She and her daughter 
Nin-mar-l£i seem to have been special oath-deities. See my Oath, etc., pp. 11 and 13; 
also Landsberger, op. cit., p. 150, note 5. 
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themselves. Then came the final oath. 700 is usual except that the 
contestants are cross-examined at the saSarii of Sama§. In 701 the 
contestants appear before the judges of Babylon and the judges of 
Sippar who judged them. It is interesting to note that the dispute 
is about a piece of property at the gate of the god Ribu." In 713 the 
witnesses are brought for oath before Samas and Ramman. The 
judges were not satisfied with the witnesses. The complainant is 
caused to swear by Istar, which was done in the gate of IStar. Then 
came the final oath. In 714 the prefect of police of Sippar, Isarlim, 
and officials of Kar-Sippar decide the punishment, and so, evidently, 
act as judges. After the oath comes the expression, "decision of 
Isarlim." 715 is an interesting contract. The possession of a garden 
is disputed, which dispute was taken before the judges at the gate 
of the goddess Nin-mar-ki (evidently in Ur). A second dispute was 
raised about the same garden, "thereupon they went to the judges; 
thereupon the judge led them before the god(?) of the city and 
witnesses. They went to the gate of Marduk" to 

The divine emblem of Nannar 
The ""HU (divine bird) of Nin-mar-ki 
The 'lu MAE (divine pick) of Marduk 
The weapon'^ (k'^ku) of Abnum.'" 

The oath was then sworn by Nannar, Samas, Marduk, and king 
Ilammurabi. It is well to notice the correspondence between the 
names to which the different emblems belong and the names in the 
oath-formula: Naimar and Nannar; Ninmarki and Samas; Marduk 
and Marduk; Abnum and King Hammurabi. Probably Ninmarki, 
otherwise daughter of IShara, was also the daughter of SamaS. In 
such a case Samas would be the husband of Ishara the oath-goddess. 
716 is interesting because we learn from the phrase, "the emblem of 
Sama§ he pulled out," that this Surinnu was fastened, perhaps, in 
the floor of the temple, or in the yard of the temple if ki[-sa-a]I-li 
is the correct reading, which is questionable. 756 is much broken, 
but an oath "by the king" comes early in the contract. In 1067 the 

" That is, NUN-GAL. Compare also KU 730. 

" For the use of stones and weapons in oath-ritual, see Lasch Der Bid, pp. 41 fit. 
and 68 f . 

"Not only Meissner APR, pp. 42 f., but also Schorr Rechtsurkunden I, pp. 170 f. 
misunderstood this passage. KU III, p. 193, were the first to render it correctly, yet In 
the oath they have omitted Marduk, which appears in the original. 
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contestants appear before the king of Babylon himself and swear by 
him. One of the parties is an anointing-priest of Ninlil who is told 
that the court of Nippur ought to pass judgment. 

The oath-formulae are: Samas, Marduk, and Hammurabi; 
Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Hammurabi; king; Nannar, Sama§, 
Marduk, Lugal-Kimuna, and gammurabi; Samas, Marduk, IJam- 
murabi, and Sippar; Marduk, Hammurabi, and Sam§i-Adad; 
Samas, Aia, Marduk, Ura§, and JJammurabi; Nannar, SamaS, 
Marduk, and IJammurabi; Samas, Marduk, and Ammurapi (Ham- 
murabi) ; Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Sippar. 

6. Samsuiluna. The following come from this reign: 718-25, 
731, 734, 739, 1068-69, and 1077, of which 719-22, 724-31, 734, and 
1068 are usual in form. According to 718 the oath was taken in the 
temple of Marduk, and so Marduk is invoked. Among the deities 
invoked in the oath of 723 is an oath-god Lugal-Kimuna (see above, 
p. 73, note 7). 1069 contains no direct oath, but the process took 
place "before the god." 1077 is usual except that the process took 
place before the god Ninib son of Enlil of Nippur. 

The oath-formulae are: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Samsuiluna; 
Marduk and Samsuiluna; Samas, Marduk, and Samsuiluna; king; 
Nannar, Sama§, Marduk, and Samsuiluna; Samas, Marduk, Sam- 
suilima, and Sippar. 

7. Ammiditana. This king is represented by: 726, 740, and 
1201, of which 726 and 740 are usual in form. Among the witnesses 
to the law-suit in 1201 is a mayor. 

The oath-formulae are: Marduk and Ammiditana; Zamalmal 
and Ammiditana. 

8. The following law-suits are of uncertain date: 703, 749, and 
1194, of which 703 and 749 are usual. In 1194 the process takes 
place at the gate of the house of the goddess Ninmarki. It is inter- 
esting to note that this contract shows evidence that permission to 
take an oath was sometimes required, a-na ni-is ili-im .... 
id-nu-ii-ma, "they allowed him to swear by god." With this 
compare KU 688, a-na ni-i§ ilim i-di-nu, "to the oath [literally, 
to the invocation of the god] the judges permitted her to come"; 
KU 697 a-na ni-is ili Aia id-di-nu-ii-si (to the oath by Aia). 

The formulae are: king; Nannar, Sama§, Ninmarki, and king. 
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9. The following are law-suits from the reigns of princes con- 
temporaneous with the 5ammurabi dynasty. 

a) Bunu-tahtun-Ila. This prince is represented by 685 
which is usual in form. The oath is by Samas and B6nu-tahtun-Ila. 

h) Nur-Rammdn (Adad) is represented by 732-3, and 754, of 
which 754 is usual in form. 733 contains no direct oath but the 
process takes place in the yard of Samas (i-na ki-sa-al ''"Samas) 
before Samas and Aia. Neither does 732 contain a direct oath, but 
the process takes place in the gate of Samas where one of the parties 
was supposed to swear. 

The oath-formula is: Naimar and Nur-Rammdn. 

All oath-formulae in law-suits of the period of the First Baby- 
lonian Dynasty contain the name of the king, sometimes without 
specifying the particular king, but oftener by his specific name. The 
combination of names invoked in these formulae will be seen in the 
following list. What has been said on p. 73 will apply here. It 
must, however, be added that the god Ninib, as we have already 
seen, appears in one law-suit, in a tablet from Nippur, e.g., 1077. 

Following are the formulae of these oaths in order of frequency 
of occurrence: SamaS, Marduk, and the king; Samas, Aia, Marduk, 
and the king; king; Samas, Marduk, the king, and Sippar; Marduk 
and the king; Ura§ and the king; Nannar, Sama§, Marduk, and the 
king; SamaS, the king, and Sippar; Samas, Aia, Marduk, Ura§, and 
the king; Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Sippar; Sama§ and the king; 
Samas and Sippar; Marduk and two kings; Nannar, Samas, Marduk, 
Lugal-Kumina, and the king; Nannar, Samas, Ninmarki, and the 
king; Nannar and the king; Zamalmal and the king. 

The city Sippar occurs in formulae from the time of Sabium to 
the reign of Samsuiluna. 

III. SHARING OF PROPERTY 

Contracts of property-sharing are not as marked in individual 
characteristics as the sales and law-suits. Yet in them we find many 
stereotyped phrases, all of which we have already met in the previous 
two classes of contracts, e.g., istu p^ adi hurasi, "from threshed 
straw to gold"; ana markiat umi amelum ana amelim la 
iragamti, "in all time to come they shall not complain one against 
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the other"; li-ba li-ib-ba-su ta-ab, "his heart is satisfied." 
There is, however, one phrase which occurs often enough in these 
contracts to be considered peculiar to them. It is: i-zu-zu zi-zu 
ga-mi-ir, "he has shared, it is ready." 

1. Sumu-Ia-el is represented by one document of property- 
sharing, namely, KU 36, which, however, contains no oath but a 
curse in which Samas, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el are mentioned (see 
above, p. 71, note 4). 

2. Sin-Muballit. The following belong to this reign: 38-46, 
787, and 1092, of which all but 43 and 787 are usual in form. Among 
the witnesses in 43 we notice the prefect of police of Sippar, an official 
whom we have already met in previous contracts. In 787 the con- 
tents of the oath follow it. This we have already noticed in other 
contracts. 

The formulae of oath are: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Sin- 
Muballit; SamaS, Marduk, and Sin-Muballit; Samas, Marduk, Sin- 
Muballit, and Sippar; SamaS, Aia, and Sin-Muballit; Zamalmal, 
Marduk, and Sin-Muballit. 

3. IJammurabi. The following contracts of sharing are usual 
in form: 50-55, 58-60, 729, 791, 796, 798, 1093, 1095, 1099. In 56 
the sharing takes place at the emblem of Sin and the sasaru of 
Samas, in 57 it takes place in the house of the city-god. The most 
marked characteristic of the Warka contracts is seen in 61. It is: 
til ipakar ni§ .... itmu, "they swore by .... not to change 
it." In 730 the sharing takes place in the gate of the god Ribu 
(nun-gal). In 797" the oath was taken at the emblem of Sin and 
the sasaru of Sama§. 

The oath-formulae are: SamaS, Marduk, and 5ammurabi; 
Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Uammurabi; SamaS, Marduk, IJam- 
murabi, and Sippar; Samas, Aia, Marduk, Hammurabi, and Sippar; 
Sama§, Marduk, Anunitum, and Sippar; Naimar, Samas, and 
Hammurabi; Nannar, Samas, Marduk, and gammurabi; Naimar, 
Marduk, and IJammurabi; IJammurabi. 

4. Samsuiluna. The following come from this reign: 62-63, 
68-70, 73, 799-803, 1055, and 1096, all of which are usual in form 
except 63, which contains an oath, but no name is invoked, and 1055. 

" Compare Landsberger OLZ, 1912, No. 4, p. 151. 
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In 1055 we have not only the common Nippur-formula, "they swore 
together by the king," but also from II. 29-33 it seems that the oath 
was taken in Nippur in the presence of a weapon-emblem of the 
god Ninib (son of EnUl), viz., the god ud-ba-nu-illa (of. KU IV, 
p. 65, note 2: "der schonimgslose Sturm, Waffe, und Symbol des 
Gottes Ninib"). 

The formulae are : king; Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and Samsuiluna; 
SamaS, Marduk, and Samsuilima. 

5. Ammisaduga. Here belong 74 and 75, of which 75 is usual, 
but 74 mentions the emblem of lUil in the temple of their god Warad- 
Sin (i-na e-se-ir-tim §a i-li-su-nu Warad-'i"Sin). 

The formula is: Samas, Marduk, and Ammisaduga. 

6. Of imcertain date are: 64-65, 67, and 77, all of which are 
usual. 

The formulae are: king; Samas, and Marduk. 

7. From the reign of the prince Rim-Sin we have 48-49 and 
709, all of which are regular in form. 

The formulae are: Nannar, Samas, and Rim-Sin; Rim-Sin. 

The same general remarks about the nature of the formulae in 
property-sharing contracts may be made here as in the two previous 
classes. The city Sippar appears in the reigns of Sin-Muballit and 
Uammurabi. We meet a new deity in the reign of Hammurabi, 
namely Anunitum, probably identical with Aia.^' 

Following are the formulae in these contracts arranged according 
to frequency of occurrence: SamaS, Marduk, and the king; Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, and the king; king (unnamed); Nannar, Samas, and 
the king; Samas, Marduk, the king, and Sippar; king (named); 
Samas, Aia, Marduk, the king, and Sippar; Samas, Aia, and the 
king; Samas, Marduk, Anunitum, and Sippar; Sama§ and Marduk; 
Nannar, Sama§, Marduk, and the king; Nannar, Marduk, and the 
king; Zamalmal, Marduk, and the king. 

IV. LEASE 

Lease and rent contracts never have a direct oath. The agree- 
ment, however, is always made in the presence of one or more deities. 
They are all very simple in form. The statement of lease or rent is 

« See Krausz GOtternamen, p. 41, note 1. 
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first made together with the names of the interested parties. Some- 
times the specific place where the document was made is mentioned, 
e.g., at the gate of Gagum; in the temple of Samas; in the temple of 
Nabium. The fact that many of these contracts were drawn up in 
a temple and before gods may have been considered a substitute for 
the expression of a direct oath. 

1. gammurabi is represented by 578-79, 1007-8, and 1029. 
The documents are drawn up before: Sama§ and Aia; Samas, 

Aia, and Mamu; Sama§, Aia, Za(?)-kar(?) and Mamu. 

2. Samsuiluna is represented by 550, 589, 661," 1162, 1166-68. 
Before: Samas, and Aia; Samas, Aia, and Mamu; Samas. 

3. Abi-e§uh is represented by 593. 
Before : SamaS and Aia. 

4. Ammisaduga. 605. Before: SamaS and Aia. 

5. Samsuditana. 536. Before: Samas and Aia. 

6. The following are undated: 528, 618, 623, 625, 648. 
Before: SamaS and Aia; Sama§. 

The formulae in order are: Sama§ and Aia; Sama§, Aia, and 
Mamu; Samas; SamaS, Aia, Za(?)-kar(?), and Mamu. 

It is interesting to notice that the most usual deities before 
whom these contracts were drawn up were Samas and his wife Aia. 
Only here occurs ma-mu the goddess of dreams and daughter of 
Samas (CT XXIV, 31, 84), otherwise also written ma-sar-da, and 
CT XXIII, 18, 38, where she is coupled with Sama§ and the Za-kar 
(=dimtu, pillar). In the Gudea Cylinder A the goddess Ishanna 
(=Is-ha-ra, goddess of oath) is the interpreter of dreams (ma-mu). 

V. redemption of property 

These contracts are very simple, containing the bare statement 
of redemption with the names of the interested parties and the oath. 

1. Hammurabi. 1101. Formula: SamaS and Aia. 

2. Samsuiluna. 750. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and Sam- 
suiluna. 

3. Ammisaduga. 752. Formula: SamaS, Aia, Marduk, and 
Ammisaduga. 

" Ungnad has mistranslated this text. The original (VS VII, 27; VAT 6381) has: 
pan 'l^SamaS pftn il^Ala pftn i'ujia-mu pan Be-el-ta-ni pan Na-wi- 
Ir-tum. 
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The formulae in order are : Samas and Aia ; Samas, Marduk, and 
the king; Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and the king. 

VI. exchange 

These are more like the sale contracts than any others. Most of 
the technical terms found in the sales occur here. The use of the 
bukanu is also foimd here, being the only place outside the sale 
contracts. 

1. Abil-Sin. 443. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and Abil-Sin. 

2. Sin-Muballit. 981 and 1159. In 1159 occurs the refer- 
ence to the bukanu. 

The formulae are: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Sin-Muballit; 
Uras and Sin-Mulballit. 

3. Uammurabi. 444-49 and 982. Formulae: Samas, Aia, 
Marduk, and JJammurabi; Samas, Marduk, Hammurabi, and Sippar ; 
Samas, Marduk, and Hammurabi; 5ammurabi; king. 

4. Samsuiluna. 450-51,983-84,986. In 983 the transaction 
takes place in the temple of Nusku (in Nippur; the messenger of the 
gods), and in 984 in that of Azagsud (or Kd-sii). 

Formulae: king;^* Sama§, Marduk, and Samsuiluna; Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, and Samsuiluna. 

5. Ammisaduga. 482-83. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and 
Ammisaduga. 

6. Sin-idinnam (chronological order uncertain). 1157. For- 
mula: Sin-idinnam. 

Following are the formulae in exchange contracts in order of 
frequency of occurrence: SamaS, Marduk, and the king; Sama§, 
Aia, Marduk, and the king; king (not named); Samas, Marduk, the 
king, and Sippar (only in the reign of gammurabi) ; king (named) ; 
Uras and the king. 

VII. BOUNDARY WALL 

The building of a boundary wall seems to have baen a matter of 
great importance to the Babylonians. The wall was undoubtedly 
built as the result of, or to guard against, a dispute. The contracts 
are very simple. First, the account of the building is given; then 

20 These are all from Nippur, in which tablets the oath is always by the king only. 
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the adjustment of ownership ; then the expression : a-hu-um a-na 
a-^i-im u-ul i-ra-ga-am, "one shall not go to law with the 
other," or a similar one; finally the oath in its regular form. 

1. JJammurabi is the only king represented by this class of 
contract. They are: 80-81 and 805. 

The formulae are: SamaS, Marduk, and Hammurabi; Samas, 
Aia, [Marduk], and ^ammurabi; king (not named). 

Vm. RECEIPTS 

Among contracts there are many receipts, but I have found only 
one which contains an oath. It is KU 89, in the oath-formula of 
which Nannar, Samas, and Rim-Sin are invoked. It belongs, there- 
fore, to the reign of Rim-Sin. This contract is very simple in form. 
It comes from Warka and has the characteristic Warka oath-formula 
(see above, p. 80, No. 3). 

IX. PUBLIC REGISTER 

There are only two contracts coming in this category which con- 
tain an oath. They are 757 and 1083, both from the reign of Sumu- 
la-el. Public register contracts are accounts of live-stock, etc., for 
special public use — often for temple use, as Sumerian contracts 
especially from Drehem show. They are simple in form. 

Formulae: Marduk and Sumu-la-el; Uras and Sumu-la-el. 

X. GIFTS 

Contracts of gift are simple in form, and contain no stereotyped 
phrases. They are documents connected with important presents, 
especially in the case of marriage gifts. 

1. Abil-Sin. 454. Formula: Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and Abil- 
Sin. 

2. Sin-Muballit. 455,457. Formula: Samas, Aia, Marduk, 
and Sin-Muballit. 

3. IJammurabi. 460-63,465,989-90. 

The oath-formulae are: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and IJammurabi; 
Samas, Marduk, and Hammurabi; Samas, Marduk, JJammurabi, 
and Sippar; Uras and Hammurabi; JJammurabi. 

4. Samsuditana. 485. Formula: Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and 
Samsuditana. 
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5. Of uncertain date. 466. Formula: king. 489. Before: 
Samas, Aia, En-ki (=Ea!), Gi-bil (not Bil-gi=Gibil). 

6. Suma-el of Ur. From the reign of this prince we have an 
account (KU 453) of the gift of a temple. The donor promises, on 
presentation, not to interfere with the office of the priesthood con- 
nected with the temple. It contains no oath but a conditional curse, 
li-mu-un ''" Samas u Zu-ma-ilum sd i-ra-ga-mu, "an 
enemy of Samas aiid Suma-el is he who will complain." As we have 
already seen (see above, p. 71) there are other examples of this 
custom. It is to be noticed that such belong to the early reigns of the 
Hammurabi period. 

7. I§arlim, king of 5ana. 458 contains an oath, and a con- 
ditional punishment. The punishment is interesting — ^whoever 
complains will have his head covered with hot asphalt. The oath 
invokes Samas, Dagan,^' Iturmer,^^ and king I§arlim. 

8. Ammi-baiil, king of 5ana. 459. It is to be noticed that 
this contract contains the same conditional punishment as 458. 
Formula: Samas, Dagan, Iturmer, and Ammi-bail. 

Following are the oath-formulae of gift contracts in order of fre- 
quency of occurrence: Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and the king; Sama§, 
Dagan, Iturmer, and the king; Samas, Marduk, and the king; Sama§, 
Marduk, the king, and Sippar; Uras and the king; king (named); 
king (unnamed). 

Sippar is invoked only in the reign of 5ammurabi in these con- 
tracts. It is worthy of note that while the specific deities of ^ana, 
namely Dagan and Iturmer, are invoked by the kings of that dis- 
trict, yet Samas comes first in the formula, showing the extent of the 
sim-god's influence. 489 is drawn up before Samas, Aia, En-ki, and 
Gi-bil, but contains no oath. 

XI. loans 

Loans, like leases and rents, contain no direct oaths, but like them 
are usually drawn up before deities. 

1. Uammurabi. Belonging to this reign are: 869, 889, 903, 
915, 917, 1128, and 1164. 

2' Probably an epithet ol En-lil. At any rate his home was In 'Q.aaa. In Mesopotamia 
whence his cult was brought not only to Babylonia but also to Palestine. 
22 Iturmer was also a god of 5ana. 
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Before: Samas and Aia; SamaS; Sin and Samas; En-liP' and 
Samas; Sama§, M[ardu]k, Nabium, and Erlia;" Naimar and 
Ningal.26 

2. Samsuiluna. 1130. Before: Sin. 

3. Ammisaduga. 190. Before: Sama§ and Marduk. 

The formulae in order are: Samas and Aia; Sama§; Samas and 
Marduk; Samas, Marduk, Nabium, and Ertia; Sin; SinandSama§; 
Enlil and Sama§; Nannar and Ningal. 

It is noteworthy that here, as in leases and rents, the most usual 
deities are Samas and Aia. The new deities are: Erua in Dilbat; 
En-lil in Nippur; and Ningal in Sippar, who is here associated with 
Nannar god of Ur. 

XII. LOTTERY 

These contracts are very similar to the sales, having many of the 
stereotyped phrases which are so common there, e.g., a-na si-mi-su 
ga-am-ri-im kaspam iskul, "for its full price he has weighed out 
the money;" ana matema am^lum ana am^lim ul iragam, 
"never will one complain against another." They deal with prop- 
erty, the contract being made in order that there may be no dis- 
satisfaction after the lottery. 

1. Sumu-la-el. 977. Formula: Uras and Sumu-la-el. 

2. g.ammurabi. 440. Formula: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and 
Hammurabi. 

3. Samsuiluna. 441, 978, and 980. Formulae: king; Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, and Samsuiluna. 

The following are the formulae of lottery contracts in order: 
Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and king; king; Uras and the king. 

XIII. INHERITANCE 

Inheritance contracts are carefully drawn up. The general con- 
ditions, and the names of the interested parties are first given. Then 
the oath is recorded. Sometimes the contents of the oath follow the 
formula. The phrase i§tu p6 adi hurisi, "from threshed straw 

23 KU 917. Uugnad transcribes Eu-zu (Sin) and Samail, but tlie sign is more likely 
LIL than ZU; besides one would expect En-lil to be mentioned in the first place in a 
contract from Nippur. 

" Erfla = TaSmlt, certainly not Marduk as Ungnad transliterates. The sign seems 
to be EDIN = Erda. 

M Wife of Sin and mother of SamaS. 
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to gold," often occurs; so also does the other familiar phrase a-na 
um arkliti am^lu a-na ameli la ittir. 

1. Sumu-la-el. 674 and 675. Formulae: Sama§ and Sumu- 
la-el; Samas, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el. 

2. Sabium. 1043. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and Sabium. 

3. Abil-Sin. 675 and 705. Formulae: Sama§, Aia, Marduk, 
and Abil-Sin; Samas, Marduk, Abil-Sin, and Sippar. 

4. Sin-Muballit. 678-79 and 1045. Formulae: Samas, Aia 
Marduk, and Sin-Muballit; Uras and Sin-Muballit. 

5. Hammurabi. 680-81 and 1046. Formulae: Samas, Aia, 
Marduk, and Hammurabi; king. 

6. Samsuiluna. 682-83 and 1047. Formulae: SamaS, Aia, 
Marduk, and Samsuiluna; king. 

Following are the inheritance contract formulae in order :• SamaS, 
Aia, Marduk, and king; SamaS, Marduk, and king; king (not 
named); Samas, Marduk, king, and Sippar; Samas and king; Ura§ 
and king. 

One formula in the reign of Abil-Sin invokes Sippar. 

XIV. ADOPTION 

These contracts were carefully drawn up, and contain many of 
the usual stereotyped phrases, such as iStup^adi hur&si; a-na 
Am. arkuti am6lu a-na amfili la itiir. In addition to these we 
meet with a phrase which occurs in almost all of these adoption 
documents. After the matter of adoption and the naming of the 
interested parties comes the expression til mariSu ummiSu, etc., 
ik-ta-a-bi, "thou art not his [or my] son, mother," etc. (as the case 
may be), "he said." The Warka tablets preserve their characteris- 
tic way of introducing the oath; and in some contracts the substance 
of the oath follows the formula. 

1. Abil-Sin. 14. Formula: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Abil- 
Sin. 

2. Sin-Muballit. 15. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and Sin- 
Muballit. 

3. IJammurabi. 18-19 and 781. Formulae: SamaS, Aia, 
Marduk, and 5ammurabi; king. 

4. Samsuiluna. 782. Formula: king. 
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5. Uncertain date. 20-21. Formula: king. 

6. Rim-Sin. 16. Formula: Nannar, Samas, and Rim-Sin. 
Following are the formulae of oath in adoption contracts in order 

of frequency of occurrence: Sama§, Aia, Marduk, and the king; 
Nannar, Samas, and the king; king (not named); §ama§, Marduk, 
and the king; king (named). 

XV. SUPPORT 

These contracts deal with support or board. They contain no 
technical phrases. 

1. Sin-Muballit. 142,845-46. Formula: Samas, Aia, Mar- 
duk, and Sin-Muballit. 

2. 9ammurabi. 143-45. Formula: Samas, Aia, Marduk, 
and JJammurabi. 

The formula of oath in support or board contracts is: Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, and the king. 

XVI. SUCKLING 

When a child was taken to be suckled, the recipient agreed to 
take the child as her own, as a rule, for three years. The amount of 
wages was then agreed upon. I have found only one of these «on- 
tracts which contains an oath. It is KU 32 of the reign of Ham- 
murabi. The formula is : Uras and Hammurabi. 

KU 34 is of uncertain date, but contains a contract which was 
made before Samas and Aia. 

XVII. marriage 

Marriage contracts make provision for possible disagreements and 
divorce. If the husband leaves the wife he is obliged to pay, but if 
the wife takes a dislike to the husband she is to receive physical 
punishment. In some contracts provision is made for the care of 
the parents of the newly married couple. Often, as in other con- 
tracts, the condition of the oath follows the formula. The stereo- 
typed phrase a-na um arkiiti am^lu a-na amili la ittir occurs 
often. The expression of repudiation, very common in these con- 
tracts as well as in divorce cases, is: lil as-sa-ti at-ti, or lil 
mu-ti at-ta, "thouartnot my wife"; "thou art not my husband." 
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1. Sabium. 1. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and Sabium. 

2. JJammurabi. 4-5. Formulae : Samas, Marduk, and Ham- 
murabi; god and the king. 

3. Samsuiluna. 6-7, 777-78. Formulae: king; Samas, Mar- 
duk, Samsuiluna, and Sippar; and Samsuiluna. 

In KU 7 provision is made for divorce. 

4. Ammiditana. 9-10. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and 
Ammiditana. 

5. Immerum. 776. Formula: Samas, Aia, Sippar, and 
Immerum 

Following are the oath-formulae in marriage contracts in order of 
frequency of occurrence: Sama§, Marduk, and the king; Sama§, 
Marduk, the king, and Sippar; Samas, Aia, Sippar, and the king; 
god and the king (unusual, but badly broken). It is to be noted 
that Sippar is invoked during the reigns of Samsuilima and Immerum. 

XVIII. RELEASE 

These contracts are very much like marriage certificates, and are 
interesting in that they contain an unusual point of ritual. KU 25 
may be taken to illustrate their peculiarities. The father purifies or 
anrints the forehead of his son (""Sin-a-bu-su abuSu pu-zu 
u-li-il, "Sin-abu§u, his father, anointed [or purified] his forehead") 
as a sign that the son must support him as long as he lives. The 
brothers and sisters agree to this. If the son hereafter says to his 
father, li-la a-bi at-ta, "thou art not my father," he is to be 
pimished with the punishment offreemen(a-ra-an ma-rua-mi-li 
i-mi-du-sii). In KU 26 we have a similar ceremony in the case 
of a daughter before she is given in marriage. If these are marriage 
certificates, they are indeed very interesting as showing the care 
expended on such occasions. In these contracts we meet stereotyped 
phrases similar to those which we have met in other classes of con- 
tracts, e.g., a-na tim arkiiti am^lu a-na am^li la ittir; li-la 
a-bi at-ta. Often the contents of the oath follow the formula. 

1. Sumu-la-el. Formula: Samas, Marduk, and Sumu-la-el. 

2. Abil-Sin. 27-28 and 784. Formulae: Samas, Aia, Mar- 
duk, and Abil-Sin; Samas, Marduk, Abil-Sin, Anunitum, and 
Sippar; Uras and Abil-Sin. 
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3. Sin-Muballit. 785, 1089-90. Formulae: SamaS, Aia, 
Marduk, and Sin-Muballit; Samas, Marduk, and Sin-Muballit. 

4. Hammurabi. 29 and 786. In 29 occurs an interesting 
phrase. It is: a-na zi-it sa(!)-am-si pa-ni-sii is-ku-un 
....at, "toward the rising of the sun he set his face." This must 
be some ceremony connected with the rite of release which was 
undoubtedly semi-religious (cf. Schorr, AUbabylonische Rechtsur- 
kunden, pp. 105-6). Formulae: Samas, Aia, Marduk, and JJam- 
murabi; king. 

Following are the oath-formulae in release contracts in order of 
frequency of occurrence: Samas, Marduk, and the king; Samas, 
Aia, Marduk, and the king; Samas, Marduk, the king, Anunltum, 
and Sippar; Uras and the king; king (not named). Notice that 
Sippar is invoked in the reign of Abil-Sin. 

XIX. DIVORCE 

KU 13 is the only divorce contract containing an oath which I 
have foimd. SamaS-rabi expelled his wife Naramtum. She seems 
to have paid something (the tablet is broken), and then received her 
alimony (u-zu-bi-sa ma-ah-ra-at, "her alimony she has 
received"). Then it is immediately stated that Na-ra-am-tum 
a-hi-zi-a-nu-um i-ha-a-za-ma ""Sama§-ra-bi u-ul i-ra- 
ga-am, "if anyone should marry Nardmtum, Sama§-rabi shall not 
object." This promise is made under oath by Samas, Aia, Marduk, 
and Sin-Muballit in whose reign the contract was made. 

Following is a list of all the oath-formulae found in contracts 
belonging to the time of the First Babylonian Dynasty arranged in 
order of frequency of occurrence: 

Samas, Aia, Marduk, and the king as a formula occurs 123 times 

Samas, Marduk, and the king " 

King (named and unnamed) " 

Samas, Marduk, the king, and Sippar " 

Uras and the king " 

§amas and the king " 

Nannar, Samas, and the king " 

Nannar, Samas, Marduk, and the king " 

Marduk and the king " 

Zamalmal and the king " 

Samas, Aia, Marduk, the king, and Sippar. . . " 



" 92 " 


" 82 " 


" 39 " 


" 28 " 


" 18 " 


" 14 " 


" 13 " 


" 10 " 


7 " 


3 « 



The Oath in Cuneiform Inscriptions 91 

Nannar and the king as a formula occurs 3 times 

Samas, Marduk, and two kings " " " 2 " 

Zamalmal, Marduk, and the king " " " 2 " 

Samas, Dagan, Iturmer, and the king " " " 2 " 

Samas, Aia, Marduk, Uras, and the king ... . " " " 1 time 

Samas, Aia, Marduk, and Sippar " " " 

Samas, Aia, and the king " " " 

Samas and Aia " " " 

Samas, Aia, Sippar, and the king " " " 

Samas and Sippar " " " 

Samas, the king, and Sippar " " " 

Samas and Marduk " " " 

Samas, Marduk, Anunltum, and Sippar " " " 

Samas, Marduk, the king, Anunttum, and 

Sippar " 

Marduk and two kings " " " 

Marduk, the king, Anum-Ml-tabi(?), and 

hiswife(?) '. " 

Nannar, Marduk, and the king " " " 

Nannar, Sama.s, Ninmarki, and the king " " " 

Nannar, Samas, Marduk, Lugal-kimuna, and 

the king " 

Nannar, Zamahnal, and two kings " " " 

Uras and the king " " " 

Zamahnal and the king " " " 

Sin and the king " " " 

Numusda and the king " " " 

-bu-u-da and the king " " " 

God and the king " 

In leases, rents, and loans there are no oath-formulae but the 
contract was drawn up before certain deities. There are such con- 
tracts found in other classes but not often. Following are these 
formulae in order of frequency of occurrence: 

Samas and Aia as a formula occurs 17 times 

Samas, Aia, and Mamu " " " 3 " 

Samas " " " 3 " 

Samas, Aia, Animitum, and Mamu " " " 1 time 

Samas, Aia, En-ki, and Gi-bil " " " 

Samas and Marduk " " " 

Samas, Marduk, Nabium, and Erfta " " " 

Enlil and Samas " 

Sin and Samas " 

Sm (KU 1130) " 



92 The American Journal of Semitic Languages 

It is interesting to note that Samas occurs in every one of these 
formulae except in the last one. Here, however, Sama§ actually 
does occur in the body of the contract as the god before whom the 
loan was made. 

The most usual technical oath-formula during the time of the 
First Babylonian Dynasty was: mu . . . . in-pa, "the name of 
.... he invoked" (or in-pad-de-es, "they invoked"). 

The following are the other forms that are found: Mu .... 
it-mu-u (itmu, Semitic translation of in-pad-de-es), e.g., KU 266; 
Ni-is^^ .... IN-PA, e.g., KU 387; Ni-is .... it-mu-u, e.g., 
KU 370; Ni-i§ .... iz-ku-ur, KU 688. 

From the time of the First Babylonian Dynasty we have a great 
many contracts, some of which contain no oath, and no indication 
that an oath was intended, but such are in the minority. Some have 
no oath but were drawn up before witnesses. Some have a guaranty 
instead of an oath, and others have a thumb-nail mark instead of the 
seal which occurs on many. Again, some contracts contain no oath 
directly expressed but are agreed to before gods as witnesses. Some- 
times the name of a god is given as a witness together with other 
witnesses. In a few cases no oath occurs in the contract, but it is 
agreed to in the house or temple of some god, usually that of 
Samas. Often a malediction (limun) seems to take the place of 
an oath. 

As to the particular names invoked, the king was always among 
the number either alone or, as was more often the case, with deities. 
The only instance we have of a city being invoked is that of Sippar, 
which occurs very often. Exactly why that particular city was 
invoked is as yet a matter of conjecture. In the case of the king, it 
was in his capacity as a deified personality that he was invoked. We 
have perhaps one instance of a man (a king ?) and his wife being 
invoked (KU 420).^' In the Nippurian Babylonian documents 
treated by Poebel in BE VI, 2, the oath was taken by the name of 
the king, but no definite king was named, and no allusion was made 
to the invocation of a god, but, as Poebel remarks, EUil (=En-lil) of 

2« Semitic translation of mu (otherwise = § umu , "name"). For a full discussion of 
this term see my Oath in B. and A. Literature, p. 29. 

2' Compare Ranlce BE VI, 1, pp. 9-10, where Anmn-b61-tabl (Bgl-tabil) is considered 
an Assyrian king. 
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Nippur perhaps played the same part in oaths as did Samas in Sippar 
and Larsa, Marduk in Babylon, and Ura§ in Dilbat. 

As to the deities invoked, it may first be said that the deity in 
whose temple the contract was made is always mentioned, first in 
order; secondly, the deity invoked depends usually upon where the 
contract was made and not upon the reign of king during which it 
was made. As a rule, each deity was definitely connected with one 
or sometimes two specific cities, although when he was powerful his 
influence was felt in many different places. Thus Samas was invoked 
by contracting parties in his chief cities of Sippar^* and Larsa (often 
associated with his wife Aia) ; likewise with other deities in Warka 
and 5ana. Marduk was invoked chiefly in his principal city, Baby- 
lon, but in many other places, e.g., Dilbat, Warka, Kis; Uras in 
Dilbat, his chief city; Nannar in Ur, of which city he was moon-god, 
but also in Sippar, Warka, and Kis; the oath-deities Ninmarki and 
Lugal-Kimuna, the former together with Samas in Sippar, and the 
latter alone in Warka; Numusda in Kasallu (or Sittab) ; Zamalmal 
in Kis; Sin in Kis; and Dagan and Iturmer associated with Samas 
in 5ana. There is an indication in KU 713 that an oath was taken 
by the goddess Istar in the gate of Istar in Sippar (?). In Nippur, 
as we have already seen, no oath was sworn by the name of a deity, 
but it is interesting to note that a contract was sometimes drawn up 
before Ninib^' and En-lil in Nippur; also before Ningal in Sippar, and 
Erua in Dilbat. 

Babylonian codified laws contain no direct oaths, but manj' indi- 
cations that the taking of an oath was a common custom. The 
different occasions — which we gather from the laws of ^Jammurabi'" — 
on which an oath was required have been tabulated in my Oath in 
Babylonian and Assyrian Literature, pp. 24 ff. In that tabulation it 
will be seen that no specific god is recommended as the deity by 
whom to swear. This, however, would be natural in a code of laws. 
But it is directed that one take an oath in the name of god, e.g., 
ni-i§ i-lim i-za-kar, "in the name of god shall declare"(e.g., §20), 
or, in the presence of god, e.g., ma- har-ar i-lim u-ba-ar, "in the 

28 It is interesting to note that Samas is the favorite deity of oath-formulae, and 
Sippar, the only city Invoked in such formulae, is his chief city. 

29 Compare also KU 1055 (P. 49, Nippur). 

"> Robert Francis Harper Code of Hammurabi. 
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presence of god shall make a statement" (e.g., §23); i-na ma-bar 
i-lim i-ga-ab-bi, "before god he shall declare" (e.g., §281); other 
similar expressions are: i-na ma-har i-lim u-ba-ar-§u (§126), 
and mu-du-zu-nu ma-^ar i-lim i-ga-ab-bu (§9). In §§206 
and 207, in the case of purgation of imintentional injury, we find the 
term i-tam-ma, "shall swear"; and in § 227 we have the actual 
words of an oath: i-na i-du-u la u-gal-li-bu, "I did not brand 
him knowingly," gallabum .... i-tam-ma. 



